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for International Broadcasting after serving as
a member of the board since 1991.

‘‘Dan Mica has done an excellent job on the
Board of International Broadcasting, and I ex-
pect he will continue as Chairman to promote

the cause of democracy abroad,’’ the President
said.

NOTE: Biographies of the nominees were made
available by the Office of the Press Secretary.

Exchange With Reporters Prior to Discussions With Prime Minister Kiichi
Miyazawa of Japan
April 16, 1993

Bosnia
Q. Mr. President, we understand that

Srebrenica is about to fall and some 60,000 Bos-
nian Muslims may be evacuated or surrender
on your watch. That must be pretty painful.

The President. I regret that it’s happening.
We met and discussed this morning what our
other options are and whether our allies might
now be willing to take further action. We may
know some more before the end of the day.

Q. Do you expect some military action to
do something about this?

The President. We’re looking at a number of
options. I don’t want to rule in or out any,
except that we’ve never considered the introduc-
tion of American ground forces as you know.
But I hope that the gravity of the situation will
develop a consensus among the United Nations
partners. We’ll see.

Japan-U.S. Trade
Q. Has the widening of the trade deficit with

Japan—does that add importance to this meet-
ing today, sir?

The President. Sure. Of course.

[At this point, one group of reporters left the
room, and another group entered.]

Japan’s Support for Aid to Russia
Q. Mr. President, would you mind explaining

to us what you meant when you said to Presi-
dent Yeltsin, Japanese yes often means no?

The President. I don’t know whether to say
yes or no.

Prime Minister Miyazawa. Remember the
song ‘‘Yes, We Have No Bananas’’? The idea
is, I think——

The President. Bananas. Yes. That’s it.
Prime Minister Miyazawa. ——every language

has its own peculiarity.

Japan-U.S. Discussions
Q. President, are you talking about the ex-

change rate today with Mr. Miyazawa?
The President. We haven’t had a chance to

start our conversation. I think we’ll talk about
a lot of things today, many things.

Q. What kind of talks do you think are top
priority at this meeting with Mr. Prime Minister
Miyazawa?

Prime Minister Miyazawa. You’ll know in 2
hours. [Laughter]

NOTE: The exchange began at 10:33 a.m. in the
Oval Office at the White House. A tape was not
available for verification of the content of this ex-
change.

The President’s News Conference With Prime Minister Kiichi Miyazawa of
Japan
April 16, 1993

The President. Good afternoon. I’m delighted
to welcome Prime Minister Miyazawa to Wash-

ington and the White House. I especially appre-
ciate his making this very long journey so soon
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after he hosted the foreign and finance ministers
of the G–7 in Tokyo in discussing aid to Russia.

There is no more important relationship for
the United States than our alliance with Japan.
We are the world’s largest economies, with 40
percent of the world’s GNP between us. Our
security ties have fostered a generation of peace
in the Asia-Pacific region and remain critical
to the region’s continued stability and prosperity.

As we survey the key security challenges of
this decade—supporting reform in Russia, ad-
vancing the Middle East peace process, efforts
toward reconciliation and peacekeeping from So-
malia to Cambodia—it is clear that there must
be sustained cooperation between the United
States and Japan. To help us meet these chal-
lenges I have stressed with the Prime Minister
the need for some change in our relations. The
cold war partnership between our two countries
is outdated. We need a new partnership based
on a longer term vision and, above all, based
on mutual respect and responsibility.

There have always been three elements to
our relationship with Japan: our economic deal-
ings, our security alliance, and our cooperative
efforts on global problems. Each is essential to
our relationship, and each must serve our mu-
tual self-interests. But during the cold war, secu-
rity relations often overshadowed other consider-
ations, especially economic concerns. In today’s
world, as I have often said, the United States
cannot be strong abroad unless it is strong at
home. And our strength at home depends in-
creasingly on open and equitable engagement
with our major trading partners. That requires
that we now pay special attention to the eco-
nomic side of our relationship.

Our security partnership is strong. That rela-
tionship has been an anchor for Pacific stability
for two generations. It remains fundamental to
both our interests. The United States intends
to remain fully engaged in Asia and committed
to our strategic alliance and our political part-
nership with Japan.

The Prime Minister and I discussed a range
of security matters in the Pacific region that
concern both of us, including efforts to gain
the fullest possible accounting of our POW’s
and MIA’s in Vietnam and North Korea’s refusal
to comply with the international nuclear inspec-
tions and standards, which causes us serious
concern. Because of the importance of our secu-
rity relationship, we will maintain close working
ties between our two defenses. And I am

pleased that the Prime Minister will be meeting
later today with Defense Secretary Les Aspin.

We also reviewed many global issues that
challenge both our nations. In particular, we
talked about the extraordinary meeting of G–
7 foreign and finance ministers just completed
in Tokyo to provide mutual support for Russian
economic and democratic reforms. I appreciate
the Prime Minister’s leadership in convening
that meeting. We agreed that the success of
these reforms is critical to world peace and pros-
perity. I believe both our nations understand
the stakes and stand ready to work in partner-
ship with President Yeltsin and Russia’s other
reformers. We look forward to the G–7 summit
this July in Tokyo and to Russian participation
in the G–7-plus meeting.

But economics were at the heart of our dis-
cussions. I stressed that the rebalancing of our
relationship in this new era requires an elevated
attention to our economic relations. That must
begin with an honest appraisal of each country
and our mutual responsibilities. The fact is that
I have enormous admiration for Japan’s eco-
nomic performance. The Japanese have been
pioneers in high quality manufacturing. Their
record of innovation and prosperity has been
built on hard work and social cooperation. But
we and many countries have other concerns as
well. I stressed to the Prime Minister that I
am particularly concerned about Japan’s growing
global current account and trade surpluses and
deeply concerned about the inadequate market
access for American firms, products, and inves-
tors in Japan.

I recognize that these are complex issues. But
the simple fact is that it is harder to sell in
Japan’s market than in ours. America is accept-
ing the challenge of change, and so, too, must
Japan.

For our part, the United States is making
economic renewal over the long term our high-
est priority. And we are not making the hard
decisions many of our trading partners have
urged us for years to make, required to put
our economic house in order. Our good friends,
like Japan, for some time have urged us to do
this, and we are attempting to do it, by bringing
down our deficit through a combination of
spending cuts and tax increases and committing
ourselves to long-term investment.

It is important that Japan lead the way to
global economic growth. The Prime Minister’s
newly announced stimulus program is a very
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good first step toward stronger domestic growth
in Japan. But as in America, it must be part
of a continued and sustained effort. Japan’s goal
must be to become one of the engines of growth
that creates jobs not only in Japan but through-
out the world.

In addition, the Prime Minister and I re-
affirmed our commitment to lead the Uruguay
round to an early and successful conclusion. We
are committed to making the Asia-Pacific Eco-
nomic Cooperation Organization a vehicle for
trade liberalization in the region. And I look
forward to the United States hosting that organi-
zation in Seattle later this year.

Robust economic growth in America and
Japan is in everyone’s interest. That’s why I
hope our own Congress will pass our jobs pack-
age and the budget, just as I hope Japan will
continue taking steps to boost its own economic
growth. But macroeconomic action alone is not
enough. I am concerned not only about how
much we sell but about what we sell. Our com-
panies that manufacture high-quality, high-wage
goods are among the most competitive in the
world. If their products are to be a greater part
of our exports to Japan, if our workers are to
receive their fair share of the benefits of trade,
Japan’s markets must be more open. United
States companies bear the responsibility for pro-
viding high-quality and competitively priced
goods, but when they do, as increasingly they
do today, Japan’s markets must receive them.

When our two nations take these economic
steps individually and together, we will be the
two strongest drivers of global economic growth.
That growth is essential not only for our own
prosperity but also for the success of the world’s
many new and emerging democracies.

In order to take these steps, we also need
to develop a new framework for our two nations
to address concretely our economic agenda, the
structural and sectoral issues that can expand
growth and increase trade and investment flows
in key industries. This framework should also
enable us to discuss other issues in which we
can cooperate, such as technology and the envi-
ronment. Within the next 3 months, the Prime
Minister and I expect to have a plan for specific
negotiations that can then occur on an expedited
basis in these areas. The Prime Minister and
I also agreed to meet twice annually, including
during the G–7 annual summit. We have agreed
to do this because we believe this new partner-
ship deserves our highest priority from the high-
est levels of our Government.

I view today’s discussion with the Prime Min-
ister as a very positive step in our effort to
begin a new and mutually beneficial stage in
the long and productive friendship between the
United States and Japan. Each spring, all who
reside here in the Nation’s Capital have a won-
derful reminder of that friendship. Just blocks
from here at the Tidal Basin, the circle of flow-
ering cherry trees, begun as a gift from the
people of Japan, are the uplifting image that
defines the start of our season of hope.

Today I believe the new partnership we are
forging between our nations can help to usher
in a season of hope not only for ourselves but
for the world as well, the season when we re-
store economic growth, when we expand eco-
nomic opportunities in our own countries and
elsewhere, when we help to fuel the worldwide
movement toward democracy, and when we
help to lay the foundation for peace and
progress in the next century. I look forward
to working with Prime Minister Miyazawa in
the coming months as we join together to build
that new partnership.

Mr. Prime Minister.
Prime Minister Miyazawa. Mr. President,

thank you for your kind words, and thank you
also for your very warm welcome today.

I have been looking forward to this important
meeting. May I say that I have a sense of ac-
complishment in that we have built a personal
relationship of mutual trust. I am convinced that
our new partnership can respond to the needs
of a new era. Our partnership is crucial for
making the world more peaceful and pros-
perous. The President and I have, therefore,
agreed to meet at least once every year, separate
from the G–7 process.

Let me comment briefly on four areas of our
discussions today. First, we affirmed the con-
tinuing importance of Japan-U.S. security treaty
in the post-cold-war era. Second, on the econ-
omy, I welcome the President’s leadership in
tackling the budget deficit problem head on.
On our part, Japan’s new ’93 fiscal budget is
geared to stimulating domestic demand. And 3
days ago, my government decided on an addi-
tional package of expansionary measures totaling
$116 billion to further stimulate our domestic
demand. This will certainly accelerate our eco-
nomic growth.

I also stressed our continuing efforts to in-
crease market access. I further explained to the
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President that my government has decided to
undertake a new funds for development initia-
tive to facilitate financial flow from Japan to
developing countries. These respective efforts by
both Japan and the United States are critically
important for ensuring world economic growth.
They are also vital for strengthening the founda-
tion of our partnership.

In the area of our bilateral trade and eco-
nomic relations, I stressed to the President that
our economic prosperity is founded on our deep
economic interdependence. We must nurture
this relationship with a cooperative spirit based
upon the principle of free trade. This cannot
be realized with managed trade nor under the
threat of unilateralism.

Our relationship must be a plus-sum relation-
ship, not a zero-sum one. It is in this context
that I expressed serious concern over some
trends in the United States. I explained my gov-
ernment’s policy to continue efforts to increase
our market access. But this must be done with
parallel efforts of the United States to strength-
en competitiveness, export promotion under the
free trade system.

On the Uruguay round negotiations, we can-
not allow them to fail. And after 7 years, we
must reach a realistic agreement through further
negotiations.

Recognizing the importance of advancing our
new economic partnership, we need to develop
a new framework for our two nations to address
the structural and sectoral issues of both coun-
tries that can promote trade and the investment
flows in key industries, as well as enhance our
cooperation in such areas as environment, tech-
nology, and development of human resources.
Within the next 3 months, the President and
I expect to create such a new framework.

Third, on Russia, Japan chaired the meeting
of foreign and finance ministers of G-7 coun-
tries, subsequently joined by the Russian min-
isters, which ended yesterday in Tokyo. I co-
operated closely with President Clinton on the
preparations for this meeting, talking over the
phone a few times. I believe the joint ministerial
meeting sent a strong message of support for
Russia’s efforts for democratic and economic re-
form, and its law and justice foreign policy. At
the opening session of that meeting, I an-
nounced a $1,820,000,000 package of Japan’s bi-
lateral assistance to Russia. Today the President
and I discussed how we would follow up and
build on the results of that meeting as Russia
undergoes a delicate period of transition.

Fourth, the dynamic growth of the Asia-Pa-
cific region promises benefits for the entire
world. But we must bear in mind that the region
is undergoing changes with risks and instabil-
ities. American presence and Japan-U.S. security
treaty are indispensable, stabilizing elements for
the region. I assured the President that Japan
would continue to provide host nation support
which amounts to $4,600,000,000 in the year
1993. Japan will also work together with the
United States to build more cohesiveness and
the feeling of reassurance through regional dia-
log and cooperation.

Finally, let me make a personal observation.
For half a century, I have been involved in
bilateral regulations in one way or another. Now,
talking to the youthful new leader of this great
nation, who has emerged at an historic time
of changes in the world, I have felt optimism
for the unbounded possibilities of our two na-
tions working together in our new partnership
to bring a better world for all of us.

Thank you very much.

Bosnia
Q. Mr. President, if all bets are off now, are

you seriously considering the use of air power
in Bosnia against the Serbs and also lifting the
arms embargo? Have you given any kind of ulti-
matum to the Serbs? And what kind of a feed-
back are you getting from Russia and the allies
for stronger action?

The President. Let me try to answer some
of those, anyway. We began this morning with
a discussion of the situation in Bosnia. And the
Secretary of State has been on the phone quite
a bit today, consistent with his obligation to be
part of the meeting with the Prime Minister.
All I can tell you is that, at this point, I would
not rule out any option except the option that
I have never ruled in, which was the question
of American ground troops.

I would also remind all of you that I have
operated from the beginning under the assump-
tion that whatever is done must be done within
the framework of a multilateral cooperation, that
this was not something the United States could
effectively do alone.

Since we decided to become involved there
after the situation was already quite severe, we
have dramatically increased the availability of
humanitarian aid, secured a resolution to en-
force the no-fly zone, become involved in the
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Vance-Owen negotiations in a way that got the
Bosnians to agree, and have worked on strength-
ening the sanctions which, while not doing much
to stem the violence in Bosnia, certainly have
exacted a price from the Serbians economically.

Those are the things that I have been able
to do, taking a situation that was in quite bad
shape when I found it and within the limits
of multilateralism. I wouldn’t rule out other
steps. I wouldn’t rule them in. All I can tell
you is that I’m going to be spending a lot of
time on this today, and I’m very concerned
about it. And I’m outraged that the Serbians,
when given the opportunity, did not sign on
to the Vance-Owen process.

Japan-U.S. Trade
Q. I would like to ask to the President—

[inaudible]—tough talk with the Prime Minister
regarding trading issue, do you think this is the
right way for the United States to get along
with Japan? And my other question is do you
have—[inaudible]—a substantial result from this
meeting regarding trading?

The President. First of all, let me reiterate
what I said. Our relationship is built on shared
values and a commitment to democracy. It has
a security aspect. It has an aspect of cooperation
on global affairs—and we discussed those in
great detail—and it has a bilateral economic as-
pect. Two nations can be great friends and can
admire each other greatly and still not agree
on every issue.

We have had a long and substantial trade
deficit with Japan, which is highly concentrated
in manufacturing and in certain sectors of manu-
facturing where we now believe we are competi-
tive in price and quality: Autos, auto parts, elec-
tronics, supercomputers, semiconductors—you
know the list—agriculture—as well as I do.

The difference—I don’t want to characterize
the issue as tough or not tough. I want it to
be different. I want our relationship now to
focus on the specific sectors in which there are
problems and on the kind of structural dif-
ference which makes it difficult for us to ever
meet. We have differences in patent law, dif-
ferences in antitrust law, differences in the way
our financial services and our other services sec-
tor works. And what I asked the Prime Minister
for was a change in the direction of our relation-
ship so we could focus on specific sectors and
specific structures, with the view toward getting
results.

I would just say that we have gotten some
results in the semiconductor area where there
was a specific agreement. But there’s also been
some progress in the auto parts area where
there was a more general agreement. I think
when we focus on specific areas, even though
we may differ about specifically how we should
do that, we tend to make progress. And I say
this in a way of hoping that will lead us to
greater cooperation.

The world needs a strong Japan. The world
needs a strong United States. The world needs
these two countries to cooperate. And it can
only happen if we are making real progress on
this trade deficit.

Q. The trade deficit has been stubborn for
many years. It just went up again today, the
Commerce Department reported. Why do you
think that you can do something different now
that your predecessors couldn’t do? The Prime
Minister just said that access for American prod-
ucts to Japanese markets would have to go along
the lines of free trade. Would you like to see
specific help for specific industries and targets?

The President. Well, let me reiterate what I
said. I would like to have a focus on specific
sectors of the economy, and I would like to
obviously have specific results. We had a semi-
conductor agreement which gave some hope
that this approach could work. There was also
a more general commitment in the area of auto
parts which has shown some progress.

Let me say that I think there are three or
four things working today which may give us
more results: Number one, the appreciation of
the Japanese yen; number two, the stimulus pro-
gram, which the Prime Minister has talked
about—the last time we had a measurable drop
in our trade deficit with Japan, it was after Japan
adopted a stimulus program; number three, a
breathtaking increase in productivity and quality
by American manufacturers over the last several
years, which makes us the low cost producer
in many of these areas now; and number four,
a different approach, commitment to focus sec-
tor by sector. The Prime Minister—let’s not
paper this over—there are some differences still
between the Prime Minister and me about what
kinds of agreements we should make, sector by
sector, on these structural issues. But if we focus
on them and talk about them specifically, hon-
estly, and openly, I believe this is very different
from what has happened in the past.
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Japan’s Support for Aid to Russia
Q. Mr. President, what is it that you really

wanted to convey to President Yeltsin in Van-
couver when you reportedly told him that when
Japanese say yes, they often mean no? And sec-
ondly, using probably the same degree of candid
description, would you care to characterize the
Japanese economic activities in the arena of
international trade and the economy?

The President. You know, let me say first of
all, the world would be a sad place if people
could never say anything in an offhand manner
without having it turn into an international inci-
dent. I remember when I was elected, someone
in your country suggested that Presidents always
spoke a lot of hot air once they got elected.
I took no offense at that. That’s a part of the
daily life.

I think your Prime Minister made the best
statement of all when he said it reminded him
of that old American song ‘‘Yes, We Have No
Bananas.’’ You asked me a question, what I
meant; I don’t know whether to tell you yes
or no. I don’t know what I meant anymore.
[Laughter]

I will say, let me make the real point: The
Prime Minister answered the question with a
resounding yes by agreeing, number one, to host
the meeting of foreign and finance ministers
in Tokyo to discuss Russian aid and, number
two, to a very aggressive commitment of $1.8
billion to help to alleviate the situation and to
support Russian reform.

So Japan’s answer to this problem was clearly
yes, capital Y-E-S, yes.

Stimulus Package
Q. Mr. President, you mentioned the stimulus

program that Miyazawa’s government has put
forward and described it as a good first step.
If that’s a good first step, sir, is it really reason-
able to argue that your own stimulus program,
less than a seventh of that, is a first step of
any significance at all?

The President. I think it is because the cir-
cumstances are different. Let’s go back to the
mid-seventies, and perhaps Prime Minister
Miyazawa could fill in the blanks, but if my
memory is right, Japan had a very large budget
deficit about 15 years ago, which they then set
about to erase. And they worked very hard to
do it. They are in a surplus position now if
you take all their government budgets together,
social insurance and all of that. They’re in a

surplus position. So they’re in a position to have
a bigger stimulus. Also, they have a big trade
surplus with the rest of the world, so the eco-
nomic prescription to get growth back in their
country and also to reduce the trade surplus
would be to dramatically expand domestic de-
mand.

We have a large trade deficit, and we are
in an economic recovery, that is, our projected
growth rate, economic growth rate is larger than
the Japanese projected rate before their stimu-
lus. But our problem is that even in recovery
we, like the Europeans, weren’t generating any
new jobs. So what I am trying to do here is
to fire not a shotgun, but a rifle to try to take
advantage of the economic recovery and the fact
that I do have a long-term dramatic reduction
of the deficit which more than covers the cost
of this modest stimulus to create new jobs. So,
there are two different programs with two dif-
ferent objectives. I think both of them are quite
well-founded.

North Korea
Q. Did you discuss options against North

Korea with Prime Minister Miyazawa? Also,
could you tell us which is the United States
policy, sanctions or direct talk with North
Korea?

The President. We discussed the situation in
North Korea and what our options were and
what could be done within the next couple of
months to try to persuade North Korea, number
one, not to withdraw from the NPT regime and,
number two, not to pursue an aggressive devel-
opment program for nuclear weapons. And we
talked about the relative merits of both sanctions
and persuasion and who might be able to talk
to North Korea and what might be able to be
done to convince them that this was not the
way to go. We discussed the whole range of
options.

Gay Rights
Q. Mr. President, in an hour or so you’re

going to meet with gay rights leaders in the
Oval Office—the first time in history, appar-
ently, that this has happened—a meeting that
mysteriously is closed to television cameras.
Would you (a) like to reconsider that in that
it appears that you’re trying to make this a very
low-key exercise? And secondly, what do you
say to the gay rights leaders who regard your
decision to skip their march next weekend as
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something of a snub?
The President. Well, let me first of all an-

swer—I didn’t know about the thing being
closed. I can’t comment on it because I haven’t
thought about it.

But I don’t see how any serious person could
claim that I have snubbed the gay community
in this country, having taken the position I have
not only on the issue of the military but of
participation in the Government. I have, I be-
lieve it’s clear, taken a stronger position against
discrimination than any of my predecessors. And
it is a position that I believe in very deeply,
one that I took publicly in 1991 before there
was any organized political support for me in
the gay community. It had nothing to do with
politics and has everything to do with the fact
that I grew up in a segregated society and have
very strong feelings about the right of everybody
who is willing to work hard and play by the
rules to participate in American life.

During the time of the—on Saturday, I’m
going to be with the Senate. On Sunday, I’m
going to meet with the newspaper publishers.
I mean no snub. But Presidents usually don’t
participate in marches. That has nothing to do
with my commitment on the fundamental issue
of being antidiscrimination.

Yes, in the back.

Japan-U.S. Trade and Japan’s Economy
Q. Mr. President, I know the United States

is seeking the result-oriented trade policy. So
my question is that the U.S. is also seeking
a visible result in the area of macroeconomic
problems, such as a sharp decline of the Japa-
nese trade surplus or something?

And that the next question is for Prime Min-
ister Miyazawa. Did you make any commitment
in the future of the Japanese economy, such
as the 1994 growth rate or a trade surplus or
something?

The President. You want me to go first? I’m
not sure I entirely understood your question,
but let me answer you in this way: When the
Prime Minister and I were discussing this meet-
ing in our private one-on-one meeting, he point-
ed out quite accurately that the last time there
was a reduction in the trade deficit that the
U.S. has with Japan was after a significant eco-
nomic stimulus program was adopted several
years ago in the eighties which he helped to
engineer in a previous capacity.

And then he said, but still we may not get
the trade deficit down low enough for the

United States purposes, and so perhaps we
should examine these things sector by sector
as well as some of the structural problems relat-
ing to the differences in our laws and the way
they operate and some of the way we’re orga-
nized. Obviously, beyond that in terms of how
you get those results, there are still things to
be hashed out and differences. But I consider
that to be a significant move forward, that we
at least have agreed on the conceptual frame-
work in which we will deal with these problems.

Prime Minister Miyazawa. The $116 billion
is a sizable amount of money, particularly on
top of the $86 billion we committed over this
last year. These two stimulus measures are
bound to affect the Japanese economy; no doubt
about it. By this time of the year, we feel the
Japanese economy has picked up, recovering
slow but steady, and I am sure that the govern-
ment-forecasted 3.3 percent growth is, I think,
within our reach.

Bosnia
Q. On Bosnia, do you feel that this is a time

for American leadership, that sanctions have ob-
viously not had any effect on the Serbian behav-
ior, even though they’ve had an effect on the
Serbian economy? Are you trying to persuade
our allies to lift the arms embargo, to take other
steps including possibly air strikes? Or do you
feel that this is something where your hands
are tied by our European partners?

The President. I think all I should say now,
because we are engaged in rather intense discus-
sions about this, is that I think the time has
come for the United States and Europe to look
honestly at where we are and what our options
are and what the consequences of various
courses of action will be. And I think we have
to consider things which at least previously have
been unacceptable to some of the Security
Council members and some of those in NATO
and in other common security arrangements of
which the United States is a part.

I do think that the United States, as I have
said for a long time now and said during my
campaign, has an interest in what happens in
Bosnia. I think we have an interest in standing
up against the principle of ethnic cleansing. If
you look at the turmoil all through the Balkans,
if you look at the other places where this could
play itself out in other parts of the world, this
is not just about Bosnia.
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On the other hand, there is reason to be
humble when approaching anything dealing with
the former Yugoslavia. Everyone remembers the
experience of the German army there during
World War II. You have only to look at the
topography of the country to realize the limits
of outside action there. So, we have to be hum-
ble in the face of it, and we haven’t had a
very good hand to play, at least in the last 21⁄2
months since I’ve been looking closely at this.

But I do think the United States at least has
an obligation to force the consideration by all
the parties of all responsible options and try
to come to the best possible result. And that’s
what I intend to do.

NOTE: The President’s 11th news conference
began at 1:59 p.m. in the East Room at the White
House.

Letter to Senate Majority Leader George J. Mitchell on the Stimulus
Package
April 16, 1993

Dear Mr. Leader:
As the Senate prepares to return Monday to

consideration of the pending appropriations bill
to create jobs, to boost the economy, and to
meet pressing human needs, it is important that
we renew our commitment to breaking gridlock
and to making government work.

To help accomplish those goals, I recommend
you consider changes in the pending legislation
to reduce its scope, while leaving unaffected
certain key programs in the bill. I understand
the procedural situation permits you and Senator
Byrd to offer a substitute amendment when the
Senate reconvenes. Unfortunately, the rules of
the Senate have enabled a minority to block
the will of the majority. That makes it necessary
for us to step forward and modify the bill in
order to meet our objectives. Therefore I rec-
ommend you consider offering a substitute that
includes these components:

—Leave in place the proposed funding levels
for these essential programs to create jobs
and to meet human needs: highway con-
struction, summer jobs for young people,
childhood immunization, the Ryan White
program for AIDS victims, construction of
wastewater treatment facilities, hiring meat
inspectors, and assistance to small business.
Of course, the $4 billion for extended un-
employment compensation benefits would
be left in place.

—Reduce proportionately the other programs
in the bill to bring budget authority down
from $16.2 billion to $12 billion. This will
require an across-the-board cut in other
programs of about 44 percent.

—Target $200 million for grants to local gov-
ernments to hire police as a means of help-
ing to fight crime and to offset layoffs re-
sulting from the fiscal constraints on local
government.

This approach would reduce the budget au-
thority in this bill by approximately 25 percent,
but it would create only 18 percent fewer jobs
in this fiscal year.

I make this recommendation reluctantly, and
regret the unwillingness of the minority to let
the Senate act on the original legislation. But
our mandate is to achieve change, to move the
country forward, and to end business as usual
in Washington. By taking the initiative in the
face of an unrelenting filibuster I believe we
can respond to that mandate and achieve a sig-
nificant portion of our original goals.

Your advice and counsel, and persistent hard
work for the working people of this country
are greatly appreciated. You have my respect
and the thanks of the millions of Americans
in the cities, towns and rural communities across
the nation who you are trying to help.

Sincerely,

BILL CLINTON
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